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REMARKS 

In response to the final Official Action of April 7, 2006, claims 1, 2, 9, 11-16, 21, 
22 and 24-27 have been amended to delete the recitation of the phrase "step of and to 
remove the phrase "characterized in that." This amendment of the claims does not 
raise any new issues. 

Mobile station claims 25-27 have been amended to remove means plus function 
language and to substitute structural elements. These structural elements are 
supported by the originally filed application, including Figure 12 and the accompanying 
description at page 20, line 10 through page 21, line 11. No new issues are raised by 
this amendment of the mobile station claims. 

The final Official Action rejects claims 1, 2, 5, 6, 8-13, 24, 25 and 27 under 35 
U.S.C. §102(b) as anticipated in view of WO 01/31958, Hamalainen. Specifically, with 
regard to claim 1, reference is made by the Office to page 7, line 12 through page 8, 
line 12, as well as page 10, line 26 through page 11, line 8. In both of these passages 
of Hamalainen, there is described an arrangement for performing a transition for inter- 
frequency handover. More particulariy, the recited passage at page 7, line 1 2 through 
page 8, line 12 describes a situation where due to high interference, a mobile or base 
station is using its maximum power allocated for that particular user and more power is 
requested through the closed loop power control. The need for inter-frequency 
handover is then observed as power levels are not changed despite higher power 
requested. 

At the passage recited at page 10, line 26 through page 11, line 8, there is 
described another way to notice when inter-frequency handover needs to be performed. 
Here, non-orthogonal narrowband Interference after de-spreading is measured (as a 
relative measure against the current narrowband actual signal power) and if its level 
exceeds a threshold, interfrequency handover is made. 
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In both of the recited situations In Hamalainen, there is nothing stated or 
suggested about an outer-loop power control or two thresholds which are key features 
of the present invention. Specifically, in claim 1, it is recited that there is changing the 
operation of the mobile station into the combined slotted communication mode and 
measurement mode for preparing an interfrequency handover, if at least a criterion 
specifying that a quality of a downlink signal relating to a channel on which 
communication takes place between the mobile station and a mobile communication 
system in the continuous communication mode is worse than a quality represented by a 
first target value. With respect to the first target value, it is specified that this value 
depends on a second target value and that the second target value is related to an 
outer loop power control of a transmission power of the downlink signal. 

It should be pointed out that the term "outer loop power control" has a well- 
established meaning in the relevant art. For example, the book Introduction to WCDMA 
for UMTS Radio Access for Third Generation Mobile Communications , revised and 
updated edition Spring 2001, edited by Harri Holma and Antti Toskala, John Wiley and 
Sons, Ltd., specifically points out at pages 34-36 (copy enclosed as Attachment A) what 
the term "outer loop power control" means and, in particular, how it compares and 
contrasts with "closed-loop power control." 

In Hamalainen there is no disclosure or teaching with regard to the use of outer 
loop power control. Furthermore, as mentioned above, Hamalainen is totally silent 
about the use of two thresholds for purposes of controlling interfrequency handover of a 
mobile station. Thus, in summary, Hamalainen discloses a closed-loop power control. 
As mentioned above, this term has a well-established meaning in the art as shown in 
the above-mentioned publication at page 34. Such a closed-loop power control is not 
the same as the outer loop power control specifically pointed out and claimed in the 
present invention. 
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Applicant further reiterates the arguments which it presented in its previous 
amendment mailed on December 29, 2005 and, in particular, the arguments presented 
at page 8, line 11 through page 10, line 24 with respect to claim 1 and the arguments 
presented at page 10, line 25 through page 12, line 12 with regard to the remaining 
claims. 

Furthermore, in rebuttal to the "Response to Arguments" portion of the final 
Official Action at page 16 thereof, it is noted that the Office states that Hamalainen 
discloses "...interference is related to an outer loop power control of a transmission 
power of the down link signal and the target values reflect the fact that it is higher than 
normal." Applicant, as stated above, has shown that Hamalainen does not disclose or 
suggest the observation of interference related to an outer loop power control of a 
transmission power of the downlink signal. Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that 
applicants arguments filed on January 3, 2006 (the Official Action mailed on December 
29, 2005) should be considered persuasive for the reasons set forth therein, as well as 
for the reasons presented herewith. 

In short, it is respectfully submitted that there is a cmcial difference in the well- 
established meaning of the terms "outer loop power control" and "closed-loop power 
control" and that Hamalainen's failure to disclose or suggest a method employing outer 
loop power control in the manner as disclosed and claimed in the present application 
prevents the claims from the present application from being anticipated or suggested by 
Hamalainen. 

Since claim 1 is believed to be not anticipated by Hamalainen, it is respectfully 
submitted that claims 2-23, all of which ultimately depend from claim 1, are further 
distinguished over Hamalainen either taken alone or in combination with the additional 
art cited; namely, US patent application publication 2002/0126739, Tiedmann, Jr. et al, 
US patent application publication 006081714, Wakizaka, or US patent application 
publication 006807429, Subrahamanya. 
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Witli respect to independent metliod claim 24, this metliod recites a method for 
controlling an interfrequency handover of a mobile station in which a determined quality 
factor value is compared to a first target value for performing a blind interfrequency 
handover and comparing the determined quality factor value to a second target value 
and that the second target value is an-anged to relate to an outer loop power control of 
a transmission power of the downlink signal. For similar reasons as those presented 
above with respect to claim 1 , method claim 24 is also believed to be not anticipated by 
Hamalainen and therefore is believed to be allowable. 

Similarly, independent mobile station claim 25 and independent mobile station 
claim 27 recite elements which have the same effective limitations as those recited 
above with regard to method claim 1 and, for similar reasons, are believed to be 
distinguished over Ham§iainen. Since claim 25 is believed to be distinguished over 
Hamalainen, it Is respectfully submitted that claim 26, which depends from claim 25, is 
further distinguished over Hamalainen in combination with Wakizaka. 

In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that the present application 
as amended is in condition for allowance and such action is earnestly solicited. 



Bradford Green, Building Five 
755 Main Street, P.O. Box 224 
Monroe, CT 06468 
Telephone: (203)261-1234 
Facsimile: (203)261-5676 
USPTO Customer No. 004955 



WARE, FRESSOLA, VAN DER SLUYS 
& ADOLPHSON LLP 



Dated: July 6. 2006 
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